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throughout 67 cities across this Nation 
to take a stand against gun violence 
and for gun safety legislation. 

It is interesting that America seems 
not to move until the American people 
stand up and be counted. The Vietnam 
War ended when mothers said no more 
of their sons would die. In Houston, 
Texas, there are over 1,300 strong men 
and women who marched against gun 
violence, the inertia, and the lack of 
activity of this House. 

We must act, and the mothers of 
America have spoken. The question is 
will the Republican Congress listen?
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 12, 2000. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
The Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-

mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed 
envelope received from the White House on 
May 12, 2000 at 4:10 p.m. and said to contain 
a message from the President whereby he 
submits a legislative proposal entitled ‘‘Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission Enhanced 
Enforcement Act of 2000.’’

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

JEFF TRANDAHL, 
Clerk of the House. 
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CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION ENHANCED EN-
FORCEMENT ACT OF 2000—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 106–235) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce and ordered to be print-
ed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I am pleased to transmit today for 
immediate consideration and prompt 
enactment the ‘‘Consumer Product 
Safety Commission Enhanced Enforce-
ment Act of 2000.’’ This legislative pro-
posal would increase the penalties that 
the Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion (CPSC) could impose upon manu-
facturers, distributors, and retailers of 
consumer products who do not inform 
the CPSC when the company has rea-
son to believe it has sold a product 
that does not meet Federal safety 
standards or could otherwise create a 
substantial product hazard. The pro-
posal would also improve product re-

calls by enabling the CPSC to choose 
an alternative remedy in a recall if the 
CPSC finds that the remedy selected by 
the manufacturer is not in the public 
interest. 

Under current consumer product 
safety laws, manufacturers, distribu-
tors, and retailers of consumer prod-
ucts are required to inform the CPSC 
whenever they have information that 
one of their products: (1) fails to com-
ply with a CPSC product safety stand-
ard; (2) contains a defect that could 
create a substantial product hazard; or 
(3) creates an unreasonable risk of seri-
ous injury or death. After a company 
reports this information to the CPSC, 
the CPSC staff initiates an investiga-
tion in cooperation with the company. 
If the CPSC concludes that the product 
presents a substantial products hazard 
and that a recall is in the public inter-
est, the CPSC staff will work with the 
company to conduct a product safety 
recall. The sooner the CPSC hears 
about a dangerous product, the sooner 
the CPSC can act to remove the prod-
uct from store shelves and inform con-
sumers about how to eliminate the haz-
ard. That is why it is critical that com-
panies inform the CPSC as soon as they 
are aware that one of their products 
may present a serious hazard to the 
public. 

Unfortunately, in about half the 
cases involving the most significant 
hazards—where the product can cause 
death or serious injury—companies do 
not report to the CPSC. In those cases, 
the CPSC must get safety information 
from other sources, including its own 
investigators, consumers, or tragically, 
from hospital emergency room reports 
or death certificates. Sometimes years 
can pass before the CPSC learns of the 
product hazard, although the company 
may have been aware of it all along. 
During that time, deaths and injuries 
continue. Once the CPSC becomes 
aware of the hazard, many companies 
continue to be recalcitrant, and the 
CPSC staff must conduct its own inde-
pendent investigation. This often in-
cludes finding and investigating prod-
uct incidents and conducting extensive 
laboratory testing. This process can 
take a long time, which means that the 
most dangerous products remain on 
store shelves and in consumers’ homes 
longer, placing children and families at 
continuing risk. 

The Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission can currently assess civil pen-
alties against companies who fail to re-
port a dangerous product. Criminal 
penalties are also available in particu-
larly serious cases. In fact, in 1999, the 
CPSC assessed 10 times the amount of 
civil penalties assessed 10 years ago. 
But, even with this more vigorous en-
forcement, too many companies still 
do not report, especially in cases in-
volving serious harm. 

This legislative proposal would en-
hance the CPSC’s civil and criminal 

enforcement authority. It would pro-
vide an added incentive for companies 
to comply with the law so that we can 
get dangerous products out of stores 
and consumers’ homes more quickly. 

My legislative proposal would also 
help to make some product recalls 
more effective by allowing the CPSC to 
choose an alternative remedy if the 
CPSC finds that the manufacturer’s 
chosen remedy is not in the public in-
terest. Under current law, a company 
with a defective product that is being 
recalled has the right to select the 
remedy to be offered to the public. My 
proposal would continue to permit the 
company to select the remedy in a 
product recall. My proposal would also, 
however, allow the CPSC to deter-
mine—after an opportunity for a hear-
ing—that the remedy selected by the 
company is not in the public interest. 
The CPSC may then order the company 
to carry out an alternative program 
that is in the public interest. 

The Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission helps to keep America’s chil-
dren and families safe. This legislative 
proposal would help the CPSC be even 
more effective in protecting the public 
from dangerous products. I urge the 
Congress to give this legislation 
prompt and favorable consideration. 

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 12, 2000. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
announces that he will postpone fur-
ther proceeding today on each motion 
to suspend the rules on which a re-
corded vote, or the yeas and nays are 
ordered, or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX. 

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after debate has 
concluded on all motions to suspend 
the rules, but not before 6 p.m. today. 
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DANIEL PATRICK MOYNIHAN 
UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE 

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
ate bill (S. 2370) to designate the Fed-
eral building located at 500 Pearl 
Street in New York City, New York, as 
the ‘‘Daniel Patrick Moynihan United 
States Courthouse’’. 

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 2370

Be it enacted by the Senate and House and 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF DANIEL PATRICK 

MOYNIHAN UNITED STATES COURT-
HOUSE. 

The Federal building located at 500 Pearl 
Street in New York City, New York, shall be 
known and designated as the ‘‘Daniel Pat-
rick Moynihan United States Courthouse’’. 
SEC. 2. REFERENCES. 

Any reference in a law, map, regulation, 
document, paper, or other record of the 
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